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M r .  James A. Reafsnyder 
U.S. Department o f  Energy 
Feed M a t e r i a l s  Produc t ion  Center 
P.O. Box E 
Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37831 

Dear M r .  Reafsnyder: 

We a r e  w r i t i n g  i n  response t o  y o u r  l e t t e r  o f A c t o b e r  15, 1986, concern ing 
t h e  Federal F a c i l  i t i e s  Compl iance Agreement (FFCA) 90-Day Del i v e r a b l e s .  
As noted i n  your  l e t t e r ,  t h e  FFCA r e q u i r e d  t h e  s u b m i t t a l  o f  a Work Plan 
f o r  t h e  Site-Wide Remedial I n v e s t i g a t i o n  and F e a s i b i l i t y  Study by 
October 16, 1986. According t o  y o u r  l e t t e r ,  t h e  Work P l a n  was n o t  submi t ted 
because o f  d i f f i c u l t i e s  i n  p r e p a r i n g  a Work Plan t h a t  was “ . . . technica l ly  
accurate,  complete and i n  accordance w i t h  USEPA’s RI/FS guidance.” 

We are  d i s a p p o i n t e d  t h a t  one o f  t h e  f 
impor tant ,  o f  t h e  t i m e  commitments i n  
a r e  aware, DOE cannot beg in  t h e  remed 
i n t o  t h e  environmental  impacts caused 
Work Plan. 

r s t ,  and c e r t a i n l y  one o f  t h e  most 
t h e  FFCA has been missed. As you 
a1 investigation/feasibility study 
by t h e  f a c i l i t y  w i t h o u t  an approved 

We a r e  p a r t i c u l a r l y  d isappo in ted  because USEPA s t a f f  t o o k  g r e a t  measures 
t o  ensure t h a t  DOE had t h e  r e q u i s i t e  guidance t o  develop an acceptable 
Work Plan, and we have remained a v a i l a b l e  t o  d i s c u s s  t h e  Work P lan  throughout  
t h e  p e r i o d  o f  i t s  devel opment . 

- 

We were n o t i f i e d  by Rick C o l l i e r  o f  your  s t a f f ,  on October 15, 1986, t h a t  
t h e  Work Plan would n o t  be submi t ted b y  t h e  r e q u i r e d  date. 
n o t i f i c a t i o n  would have g i v e n  t h e  agencies an o p p o r t u n i t y  t o  address t h e  
problems w i t h  t h e  Work Plan development. 

P r i o r  

Whi le t h e  FFCA does n o t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  address n o t i f y i n g  us when a d e l a y  i s  
a n t i c i p a t e d ,  we would apprec ia te  i t  i n  t h e  f u t u r e  t h a t  we be prov ided w i t h  
n o t i f i c a t i o n  o f  a d e l a y  as soon as you a r e  aware t h a t  such a d e l a y  w i l l  
occur.  
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Notwithstanding the  above, we be l i eve  the  most e f f i c i e n t  way t o  remedy 
t h i s  problem would be t o  have you rev iew the  Work Plan and i n d i c a t e  the  
areas where you be l i eve  i t  t o  be inadequate, inaccura te  or t e c h n i c a l l y  
i n c o r r e c t .  We w i l l  
rev iew t h e  Work Plan and your  comments and concerns. We should complete 
our p re l im ina ry  review o f  t h e  Work Plan i n  two weeks. 
completed t h i s  i n i t i a l  review, we can meet t o  d iscuss the  changes/addi t ions 
t h a t  must be made. 

Once you have completed your review, send i t  t o  us.  

Af te r  we have 

I f  you have any questions, p lease contac t  M r .  W i l l i a m  0. Franz, Chief ,  
Environmental Review Branch, a t  886-7500 (FTS) o r  312-886-7500 (commercial ) . 
Sincere ly  yours, 

Valdas b b t b i  V. Adamkus 
Regional Admin is t ra tor  
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